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Tliere does apijear to be i^coo contradiotlim between what sotjo of thi> Pallas 
doctors said contocsporancoualy and later* I believe that tb^ datoa^ to the liad was 
pretty nuoh os tho Cozaulaaion eald« I do not believe the back waa blown out* i’ill 
those .ioctorfif towovor, did not say that the buck waa blown out. 

Sasdn^ th{\t th e doiiia^ pretty auch as the CocsixistYion aald doe;i not mean 
that what elao the Con iasion said about tlie v/oundo is baaed on solid ovidenco* It 
isn’t. 

I do not think that any of the frames of the Z^prucier film wore touclied up* 

*^OD0 worti destroyed in the ori^idLnal* 

lou aro nor nLsin&iwid whan you say that none of the eyewitnooaes said tho 
back of *the hoioi was deiitroyed* ^‘one did* 

You refer to tho ^abroUa Man* ^liero were, in factf The other is cle^irly 
viaiblo in thd Zapnidor film on the south aide of Elm St* However, I believe that all that 
ia allowed about Tho Ikibrella Man is fiction* 


Best wishen. 



